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1. Introduction

1.1 Requirements for Maintenance Plan
This Maintenance Plan (Plan) presents a description of maintenance activities associated with maintaining
the as built conditions of the Lower Silver Creek Watershed Project (Project).  The Plan provides
information on project history, maintenance baseline, and projected maintenance activities following the
project construction scheduled to start in April 2002 and end in October 2005.  The Plan intend to provide
regulatory agencies, such as the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and the San Francisco Bay Regional
Water Quality Control Board, with an adequate description of projected maintenance activities in support
of the District application for CWA section 401 Water Quality Certification and Waste Discharge
Requirement.

The Project also includes a comprehensive revegetation component that includes approximately 6 acres of
wetlands and approximately 14 acres of riparian and upland vegetation.  Maintenance activities related to
the revegetation component are described in the companion document:  Mitigation and Monitoring
Program for Lower Silver Creek Project.

The maintenance plan is developed to ensure the integrity and effective operation of the proposed flood
control measures.  In the plan, anticipated maintenance activities are described and guidelines to
determine when channel cleaning is necessary are presented.  Upon completion of construction, the
activities and standards listed in this plan would supersede the existing maintenance program and the
current memorandum of Understanding with the California Department of Fish and Game.  In general, it
is anticipated that the maintenance activities would be similar to those currently practiced but less
frequent.

1.2 Approach
It is understood that all baseline activities, as described in Section 2 below, would be covered by the
Stream Maintenance Program (SMP), which is currently undergoing environmental review.  The goal of
the SMP is to obtain CEQA clearance, as well as 10-year environmental permits (Section 404, Section
401, WDR and Section 1601 Streambed Alteration Agreement) for all routine maintenance activities
required within the District jurisdiction.  The SMP was developed as a long-term guidance to implement
routine stream and canal maintenance projects with the goal of meeting the District’s flood protection and
water supply mandates in a feasible, cost-effective, and environmentally-sensitive manner.  The SMP
environmental permits are currently scheduled to be available to cover year 2002 maintenance activities.

All projected maintenance activities resulting from the implementation of the Project that are not included
in the maintenance baseline require a distinct environmental compliance process.  Also requiring a
distinct environmental compliance process are activities that would exceed the maintenance baseline
either in terms quantities/frequency of sediment removal, length/frequency of bank stabilization, or
extent/frequency of vegetation removal.  Section 3 describes maintenance activities that are proposed for
the Project.  As stated in the Initial Study/Negative Declaration and Environmental Assessment/Finding
of No Significant Impact (IS/ND and EA/FONSI; December 2000) and the Draft Addendum to the IS/ND
and EA/FONSI (July 2001), routine maintenance activities, as described herein, will not result in
significant impacts.

The objectives of this maintenance plan are as follows:
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•  Standardize practices and protocols for routine sediment removal, vegetation management, and bank
protection in Lower Silver Creek in a manner that is consistent with the District’s Stream
Maintenance Program

•  Ensure routine stream maintenance activities that reflect the District’s policies of environmental
protection and stewardship.

•  To the extent practical, avoid or minimize adverse environmental effects and encourage preservation
and restoration.

•  Establish effective and economically-practical compensatory mitigation if required for environmental
impacts from routine stream maintenance activities.

•  Establish practices and protocols that optimize operational flexibility and allow the integration of
lessons learned and improvement in Best Management Practices.

•  Identify cost-effective routine stream maintenance practices and protocols

The maintenance plan will be used by District staff to ensure that routine stream maintenance practices
are conducted in an efficient, consistent, and environmental-sensitive manner.
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2. Maintenance Baseline

2.1 Description of Maintenance Activities
2.1.1 Objective
Goals of the maintenance program for Lower Silver Creek include keeping the stream and channel
sufficiently clear to meet the original design flood protection criteria at all times, protecting aquatic and
riparian habitat for fish and wildlife, and maintaining safe conditions within Lower Silver Creek.  General
tasks to be performed during annual maintenance operations include fence repairs, trash removal, weed
control, and elimination of any potentially hazardous conditions.  Removal of sediments and vegetation in
the waterway, restoration of abraded concrete, and bank protection will also be necessary according to
annual inspections.  Routine maintenance operations are usually performed during the summer or early
fall.  Sediment and vegetation removal will be scheduled to minimize adverse impacts to fish and wildlife
resources.

2.1.2 Maintenance History
In the early 1950s, farmers diverted Lower Silver Creek into a man-made channel between the Lake
Cunningham area and what was then North Babb Creek.  This diversion was installed to reclaim the
wetland areas for agricultural purposes.  In the mid-1950s, developers began purchasing the agricultural
land in the area and converted it to residential and commercial uses.  This created a serious potential for
large flood damages.

The Santa Clara Valley Water District (District), the agency responsible for flood control in the county,
has installed several projects in an efforts to reduce flooding from Lower Silver Creek.  A summary of
these projects are followed:

•  1956-1958: Enlarged the channel between Coyote Creek and Capitol Avenue (now Capitol
Expressway).

•  1970s: Diverted the upper portion of Lower Silver Creek Watershed to Coyote Creek.  Realigned and
enlarged the channel between Capitol Expressway and King Road, upstream of the Lake Cunningham
area.  Enlarged Thompson Creek from Lower Silver Creek through Quimby Road.

•  1976: Further enlarged the channel section between Capitol Expressway and Cunningham Avenue.

•  1978-1979: Installed, with the cooperation of the City of San Jose, Lake Cunningham that provides
590 acre-feet of flood storage.  Installed setback levees along Thompson Creek from Quimby Road
upstream to Cadwallader Avenue.

These changes in the Lower Silver Creek channel, along with the installation of Lake Cunningham and
work on Thompson Creek, have reduced the potential of high flood damages from smaller, more frequent
storms.

In 1980, the District and the Guadalupe-Coyote  Resource Conversation District requested that the
USDA/Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) assist in further reducing potential flood
damages by preparing a watershed work plan.

In July 1983, a Final Watershed Plan and Environmental Impact Statement and Report was prepared for
Lower Silver Creek Watershed, but the project was not completed (1983 EIR/S).
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In December 1998, the Alternatives Analysis and Watershed Plan sponsored by the District, the GCRCD
and the NRCS Updated the plan proposed in the July 1983 EIR/S in response to environmental concerns.
The 1998 plan was revised in 2001.  This revised plan corresponds to the proposed project and is
described in the Draft Addendum to the Initial Study/Negative Declaration (August 2001).  A summary of
available Studies and Plans for Lower Silver Creek is presented in Table 1.

Therefore, the as-built drawings shown in Table 2 were adopted as the basis for the Lower Silver Creek
maintenance baseline.  The description of channel type is summarized in Table 3.  The existing
maintenance guidelines for Lower Silver Creek Watershed will adopt the same standards for sediment
management and bank protection as those defined in the District Stream Maintenance Program (SMP),
and equivalent standards

Table 1
Available Studies and Plans for Lower Silver Creek
Reach (by Station) As Built Plans Planning Study

Date
Benefit Area Map
Date

Pre-Existing
Maintenance
Guidelines

0+00 to 24+00 1956 1983 1983 1983

51+70 to 114+25 1958 1983 1983 1983

114+25 to 240+51 1977 1983 1983 1983

Table 2
As-Built Drawings for Lower Silver Creek
D/S # D/S Location U/S # U/S Location As-Built Year

0+00 Confluence w/ Coyote Creek 24+00 U/S N. Marburg Way 1956

51+70 D/S King & McKee Roads 114+25 Kammerer Street 1958

114+25 Kammerer Street 240+51 D/S Cunningham Ave 1977



MAINTENANCE BASELINE

August 9, 2001 5 Lower Silver Creek
Maintenance Plan

Table 3
Description of Channel Type from As-Builts
D/S # D/S Location U/S # U/S Location Channel Type

0+00 Confluence w/ Coyote
Creek

17+42 D/S Highway 101 Earth w/ Levees and
Bench

18+00 Highway 101 24+00 U/S N. Marburg Way Trapezoidal Earth

51+70 D/S King & McKee Roads 79+40 D/S Driveway Bridge Trap. Earth w/ some
Levees

79+40 D/S Driveway Bridge 98+45 U/S Lausett Ave. Concrete
Trapezoidal

99+50 U/S Lausett Ave. 114+25 Kammerer Street Trapezoidal Earth w/
Levees

151+00 D/S Capitol Expressway 157+68 U/S Capitol Expwy Trapezoidal Earth

159+68 U/S Dover Way 178+14 D/S Story Ave. Earth w/ Levees and
Bench

181+25 D/S Story Ave. 240+51 D/S Cunningham Ave. Earth w/Bench

2.2 Summary of Engineer’s Reports and Permits
•  Engineer’s Report: As-built plans as shown in Table 2

•  Station Limits Downstream (D/S)   0+50  - Upstream (U/S)   244+61

•  CEQA Document: SMP, Draft EIR (April 2001)

•  Corps 404 permits: Being processed under the SMP

•  CDFG Permit: Being processed under the SMP

2.3 Erosion and Sedimentation
According to the 1983 EIR/S, about 85 percent of the total erosion in the watershed occurs on the
rangeland in the upper watershed (see Table 4).  Erosion rates of 0.1 to 9.3 tons per acre per year occur.

The District has installed three debris basins for the primary purpose of controlling sediment from burned
or urbanizing areas in the upper watershed.  Sediment yields from rangeland and urbanizing land shown
in Table 4 include sediment reduction due to the installation of basins and the on-going land treatment
program of the Guadalupe-Coyote Resource Conservation District (GCRCD).  Of the 12,600 acres of
hillside and rangeland, 70 percent is adequately treated.

The 14,920 tons of sediment is the sediment yield to Coyote Creek.  On an average annual basis, 6,890
tons are deposited in the debris basins, 90 tons in Lake Cunningham, and 970 tons on the floodplain.  For
specific storm events, sediment values will vary as shown in Table 5.
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Table 4
Average Annual Erosion and Sediment Yield (1990)

Erosion Sediment Yield to

Coyote Creek

Source

(Tons/Year) (Percent) (Tons/Year) (Percent)

Sheet and Rill

   Rangeland 27,560 85 11,500 77

   Urbanizing Land

      Residences 779 2 530 4

      Roads and Driveways 770 2 520 3

   Urban Land 750 2 500 3

   Open, Unimproved Land in

   Urban Service Area

470 2 310 2

Streambanks 440 2 420 3

Gullies 160 1 120 1

Existing Roads 1,330 4 1,020 7

Total 32,270 100 14,920 100

Table 5
Sediment Deposition by Flood Frequency (1990)

Sediment Deposition (Tons)Flood Frequency
(Years) Debris Basin Lake Cunningham Floodplain

Sediment Yield to
Coyote Creek
(Tons)

10 16,110 110 2,610 33,280

25 25,760 810 6,970 46,380

50 32,200 1,270 11,320 57,770

100 38,640 2,110 20,080 68,920

500 38,640 5,020 35,790 126,570

2.4 Overview of Routine Stream Maintenance Activities under the
Stream Maintenance Program (SMP)

The Stream Maintenance Program (SMP) is designed to be a process and policy document that will be
adopted by the District.  Once adopted, the SMP will be used by the District to guide the implementation
of routine stream maintenance activities and projects.  The SMP is subject to future revisions as
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improvement and modifications are made to reflect the best available knowledge, technology and
practices.

The routine stream maintenance work includes three major types of activities: sediment removal,
vegetation management, and bank protection.  More minor maintenance activities such as fence repair,
trash removal, and removal of downed trees or other blockage are also included in the definition of
routine stream maintenance.  Routine stream maintenance does not include emergency repair.  Routine
stream maintenance does not alter the flood conveyance or water supply capacity of a stream or canal.

The following provides a brief discussion of the major activities addressed by the SMP.

2.4.1 Sediment Removal
Sediment removal is the act of mechanically removing sediment that has accumulated within a stream.
Typically, sediment is removed when it: (1) reduces stream capacity, (2) prevents facilities or appurtenant
structures from functioning as intended, or (3) impedes fish passage and access to fish ladders.

In most cases, sediment deposition is a natural process that occurs where the stream gradient flattens out
in the valley floor or where the gradient is otherwise flat over long reaches.  In developed areas, this
deposition affects flood flow capacities.

Typical equipment used for sediment removal includes excavators, draglines, loaders, and 10- or 20-
cubic-yard dump trucks.  If water must be bypassed around the site during work, water pumps and piping,
and cofferdams of earth, gravel, sandbags, hay bales, rubber, or other appropriate material may be used.
In some cases, a bypass channel or detention basin is appropriate to isolate a site.  Typically, sediment
removal projects are implemented in the dry season (April 15 through October 15).

2.4.2 Vegetation Management
Management of vegetation in and adjacent to Lower Silver Creek is necessary to maintain the ability of
channels to function as flood protection facilities.  Vegetation removal can occur in the same physical
area as sediment removal.  In addition, vegetation is removed to meet local fire code requirements and to
reduce combustible weeds and grasses on property adjacent to the streams within the District’s
jurisdiction.  The control of invasive non-native vegetation is another purpose for which the District
undertakes vegetation control.  This type of vegetation can lead to reduced channel capacity and overall
habitat degradation.  The District also manages vegetation to protect levees and concrete linings from
plant roots, to provide visual clearance to inspect the condition of a facility, and to provide access along
maintenance roads.

The District also plants and maintains revegetation or mitigation projects, often along the creeks.  In the
first few years after initial planting, it is important to control weeds at revegetation sites to increase the
number of native trees and shrubs which survive and to more quickly establish a self-sustaining plant
community which provides quality wildlife habitat.

Vegetation management can be accomplished through mowing, discing, hand clearing, or herbicide
applications (depending on the environmental conditions of the site).  A method or combination of
methods is chosen for each site depending on the maintenance requirements of the facility.  Efficiency,
economics, and the protection of public health and environmental resources are all considered in the
selection of methods.

Because of their ability to affect the roots of target plants, thus preventing resprouting. herbicides can
offer a more effective vegetation control method than mechanical or hand removal With herbicides,
annual retreatment is often necessary; however, the treatment area is greatly reduced.  As a result, the
District includes herbicides as the primary method by which vegetation is controlled in channels and on
streambanks.



MAINTENANCE BASELINE

August 9, 2001 8 Lower Silver Creek
Maintenance Plan

Herbicides are not broadcast sprayed across the channel but are selectively sprayed at the plants targeted
for removal.  In addition, the District only uses herbicides according to the label direction and for uses
approved by the United States Environmental Protection Agency and California Department of Pesticide
Regulation.  The SMP provide more specific information on the District’s herbicide use.

The frequency of vegetation management activities varies from semiannually to once every several years,
depending on the method used.  Herbicide spraying in stream channels is conducted from July 1 through
October 15.  Removal of woody vegetation by hand is conducted from July 1 through March 1.  Hand
removal in stream channels is conducted from November through December.

Vegetation management occurs in creeks, canals, and adjacent uplands.  Vegetation management
activities are relatively the same from year to year.  Slight variations in flood protection activities occur
due to weather patterns.

2.4.3 Bank Protection
Bank protection involves any action by the District to repair streambanks that are eroding as well as
installing preventative erosion protection.  The District implements bank protection when the problem (1)
causes or could cause significant damage to a property or adjacent property, (2) is a public safety concern,
(3) negatively affects transportation, (4) negatively affects beneficial uses of surface water, or (5)
negatively affects riparian habitat.  Repairs may take several forms ranging from the installation of “hard”
structures (i.e. rock, concrete, sack concrete, gabions) to the use of “soft” structures (i.e., willow brush
mattresses, log crib walls, pole plantings) or a combination of hard and soft structures.  Bank protection
also includes preventative maintenance to ensure that banks do not fail in the future.  Such bank
protection can reduce sedimentation and improve water quality.

Streambank erosion is a natural process, which mostly happens during major storm events.  Erosion can
occur because of hydraulic forces and geotechnical instabilities, and can be accelerated by human
intervention and land uses.  Erosion of bank can result in increased sediment deposition, and may cause
vegetation and soil loss, damage to private or public property, transportation and utility impacts, safety
hazards, and turbidity injurious to fish and aquatic life.

Bank protection work may either occur as repair of an existing bank protection project which is failing, or
as new work along a bank which is eroding.  Repair of existing bank protection structures occurs when
these structures fail and the area is replaced with in-kind, in-place materials.  New bank protection
projects or repairs protect the watercourse from further degradation or erosion using the most appropriate
method.

Equipment used for bank protection may include excavators, dozers, cranes, loaders and 10- and 20-
cubic-yard dump trucks, concrete trucks, pumps, and water trucks.  If water must be bypassed around the
site during repair work, water pumps and piping, and cofferdams of earth, gravel, sandbag, hay bales,
rubber, or other suitable material may be used.  In some cases, a bypass channel or detention basin is used
to isolate a site.  Most often, bank protection projects are implemented during the dry season.

The general design criteria and plan for each of the bank protection methods routinely used by the District
are included in Appendix E of the SMP.  In addition to these criteria, design of a particular bank
protection project includes evaluation of site-specific characteristics such as bank slope, shear stress,
location, soil type, flow velocity, characteristics of the channel adjacent to the site, and the available right-
of-way.  The site is evaluated for the repair method consistent with the characteristics of the site.
Revegetation potential is also evaluated for each bank protection project.

For all bank protection projects, the District makes an inspection of the stream upstream and downstream
of a project site to determine if there is an identifiable cause of the erosion.  The cause factors can affect
the bank protection approach implemented by the District.  Facilities are inspected after the winter storms
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for damage and maintenance needs and a work plan is prepared.  The maintenance needs vary from year
to year.

2.5 Baseline Maintenance Guidelines and Activities
Coyote Creek Confluence (0+00) to Capitol Expressway (155+00)
(Reach 4026901 – Corresponding to Reaches 1a to 4a of the Project)

This reach consists of several channel types such as earth channel with levees and bench, trapezoidal
earth channel, trapezoidal earth channel with levees and concrete trapezoidal channel.  Existing
maintenance guidelines for this reach (and sub-reaches) are included in Table 6.  The table reports on
allowable Manning’s n value, allowable vegetation conditions according to vegetation codes described in
Appendix B of the SMP (also provided in Attachment 2), and critical height of sediment allowed to
accumulate on the channel bottom.  The five different vegetation codes represent conditions ranging from
no vegetation to heavy vegetation and were established to account for the wide differences in vegetation
quantity and type typical in District facilities.  Depending on local vegetation growth conditions, the
vegetation removal frequency ranges from annually to once in 10 years.
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The average historic frequency of sediment and debris removal, vegetation management and bank
protection activities conducted between 1990 and 1998 can be found in Table 7.  The maintenance history
of vegetation management and bank stabilization activities pertaining to channel capacity from 1990 to
1998 is included in Table 8.  Sediment removal activities conducted from 1977 to 1995 are summarized in
Table 9. The District estimates that it removes 14,955 cubic yards of sediment on about 4.9 miles of
channel in this reach from December 1987 to August 1991.  No sediment removal activity was
documented for this reach since then.

Capitol Expressway (155+00) to Cunningham Avenue (244+00)
(Reach 4026902 - Corresponding to Reaches 4b to 6b of the Project)

This reach consists of earth channel with levees or/and a bench and includes Lake Cunningham
which is beyond the Project’s upstream limit.  Existing maintenance guidelines for this reach are included
in Table 6.

The average historic frequency of sediment and debris removal, vegetation management and bank
protection activities conducted between 1990 and 1998 can be found in Table 7.  The maintenance history
of vegetation management and bank stabilization activities pertaining to channel capacity from 1990 to
1998 is included in Table 8.  Sediment removal activities conducted from 1977 to 1995 are summarized in
Table 9.

The District estimates that it removed 5,130 cubic yards of sediment on about 1.0 mile of channel in the
reach from January 1981 to July 1987.  No sediment removal activity was documented for this reach until
Spring 2000.  An estimated sediment volume of 2,100 cubic yards is proposed for removal the District
Sediment Characterization Plan (Final) for Year 2000 sediment removal projects.  In February 1998, a
probable landslide in the upper watershed triggered the accumulation of several feet of sediment and a
bank failure just below South Babb Creek (Table 6, station 11).
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Table 7
Average Historic Periodic Maintenance Activities Pertaining to Channel Capacity, Fiscal
Years 1990-1998
District Activity No. Description Average Frequency

Reach 4026900: Silver Creek

1010 Sediment and Debris Removal –
IN CHANNEL

Once every 2 years

3010, 3100 Pre-Emergent Herb – Mechanical,
Hand

Once a year

3080, 3090 Vegetation/Woody/Weed Control
– IN CHANNEL

Twice a year

Reach 4026901: Coyote Creek Confluence (0+00) to Capitol Expressway (155+00)

1010 Sediment and Debris Removal –
IN CHANNEL

Once in 8 years

2010 Erosion Control – Rock, Seed,
Repair

Twice a year

3010, 3100 Pre-Emergent Herb – Mechanical,
Hand

Twice a year

3020 Post-Emergent Herb - Blanket Once in 8 years

3040 Revegetation - Blanket Once in 8 years

3060, 3110 Tree Removal Once in 8 years

3070, 3080, 3090 Vegetation/Woody/Week Control
– IN CHANNEL

Once a year

3150 Misc. Vegetation Control –
Weeds

Once every 3 years

Reach 4026902: Capitol Expressway (155+00) to Thompson Creek Confluence (316+70)

2010 Erosion Control - Rock Once in 8 years

3010 Pre-Emergent Herb – Mechanical Once in 8 years

3060 Tree Removal Once in 8 years

3070, 3090 Vegetation/Woody/Weed Control
– IN CHANNEL

Once every 2 years

3150 Misc. Vegetation Control –
Stomp Tules

Once a year
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3. Maintenance Guidelines for Proposed Lower
Silver Creek Project

3.1 New Lower Silver Creek Project Maintenance Requirements
To ensure the integrity and effective operation of the proposed flood control measures, a recommended
maintenance program based on the existing maintenance guidelines is required.  These recommended
maintenance guidelines adopt the same (or equivalent) standards as those included in the District’s SMP
for the Lower Silver Creek and its tributaries for sediment removal and vegetation management, and bank
protection.  Equivalent standards would have the same (or less) impact than the SMP standards.

In general, proposed creek improvements associated with the Project will likely result in the reduction of
bank erosion/failures and, consequently, of requirement for sediment removal frequency and quantities.

In addition the sediment transport channel, which is a major feature of this project, has been designed to
effectively transport sediment downstream and minimize sediment deposition.  However, Lower Silver
Creek will still drain a heavily urbanized watershed after the project and could still be subject to large
inputs of sediment from landslides in the upper watershed.  It is therefore unlikely that sediment removal
will be completely avoidable.  It is anticipated that periodic sediment removal will be required in specific
locations of Lower Silver Creek, albeit on a less frequent basis than before the project.  It is also possible
that certain areas of the sediment transport channel could be impacted by excessive vegetation growth that
limits the ability of natural processes to form the channel.  In these instances, selective pruning or
application of herbicides could be required.  Because the proposed design will result in a dynamic system,
there is also a potential for undesirable erosion at the margins of the sediment transport channel (i.e.
erosion of the slopes of the flood conveyance channel).  If the integrity of the flood conveyance channel
slopes is compromised, bank stabilization methods will have to be employed.  These could include
bioengineering approaches or more traditional engineered approaches.

The project design will modify the reach definitions that were used for the maintenance baseline.  Table
10 provides the equivalency between both reach definitions.

3.2 Maintenance Activities
The basic goals of the maintenance program include keeping the channel sufficiently clear to provide 1
percent flood capacity at all times, eliminating hazardous conditions and repairing the facility as
necessary.  General tasks to be performed during annual maintenance operations include periodic
inspection and repair of gabion baskets, removal of sediment and vegetation in the waterway, restoration
of abraded concrete, trash and debris removal, fence repairs, weed control and elimination of any
potentially hazardous conditions.

General descriptions of the annual maintenance activities can be found in the earlier sections.
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3.2.1 Vegetation Management Requirements for Cross-sectional Features
The Project has three (3) cross-sectional features with specific vegetation management requirements.
Typical cross-sections for all sub-reaches are presented in Attachment 1.  A description of each different
cross-sectional feature is provided below:

Committed Flood Conveyance area: Area of high maintenance, where vegetation height will be limited to
4 inches.

Sediment Transport Channel: Area of low maintenance, corresponding to the Sediment Transport
Channel (including channel banks, emergent wetlands and base flow channel).  Maintenance requirement
in this section would be limited to removal of woody growth.  Removal of target vegetation would follow
the methods and Best Management Practices (BMPs) described in the SMP.  Target woody vegetation
consist of native riparian species such as willows and box elders and non-natives such as eucalyptus.  The
woody riparian vegetation removed is comprised of seedlings and saplings no greater than 2” in diameter
at breast height (at height of 48”; dbh) for herbicide application and 6” for hand removal methods.  Large
stature, mature vegetation is not removed.  Herbicide application and hand removal would be generally
conducted once every year during the July 1st to October 15 period.

Riparian/Upland Habitat: This would be a “minimal or no-maintenance area” where trees and shrubs will
be established; it includes the top of the left bank as well as the entire right bank.  Examples of minimal
maintenance would be trash removal and removal of large dead trees.

Although this new guideline uses a different vegetation growth criteria from the one described in the
baseline maintenance guidelines (section 2.5), it will not result in more significant impacts and would
allow more vegetation growth than the baseline maintenance guidelines (Table 11).  Under the proposed
maintenance guideline, considerably less area would be subjected to heavy maintenance (or equivalent
vegetation condition A: no vegetation) than under the existing guideline (vegetation codes are described
under Attachment 2).  Conversely, considerably more acres would be kept under minimal vegetation
maintenance (or equivalent to condition E: almost unrestrained vegetation growth).  Finally, considerably
more acreage would be subject to intermediary vegetation maintenance under the proposed plan.  This
intermediate condition corresponds to the sediment transport channel where large flexible vegetation,
such as cattails and tule, will be allowed to grow freely but where woody growth will need to be removed
on a regular basis.  Table 11 provides a comparison of vegetation areas that would be affected under the
project with vegetation areas affected by the baseline.

Table 11 also shows that there is a significant increase in total affected vegetated area.  Since the increase
corresponds to the sediment transport channel and the riparian/upland areas, the acreage increase is
considered to be a beneficial environmental impact.
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